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LETTER 


MayoR and CorRPoRATION 
O F 


GENTLEMEN, 


ERMIT me to congratulate 

P you upon the Step you have 
lately taken, in preſenting the 
Miniſter of your Chapel, Dr. 

Carter, in the Spiritual Court, for omit- 
ting to read, on the Days appointed by 
the Rubrick, that antient and venerable 
Part of our Liturgy, the Athanafian Creed. 
Tis, without Doubt, a very laudable Zeal 
you have ſhewn for the Purity of the Ca- 
tholick Faith, and what will tranſmit 
your Memories with a ſweet-ſmelling Sa- 


vour to the lateſt Poſterity. It will be 


ſaid, that, when Orthodoxy was retiring 
B from 


\ Y 


=P, 
from the innermoſt Parts of the Land, and 
taking Wing for diſtant Regions, the 
Men of Deale arreſted her Flight, and 


detained her for a while on the Borders 
of the Sea. 


— Extrema per illos 
Keligio excedens Terris Veſtigia fecit. 
Theſe, Gentlemen, are your Honours, 
and Babes will be taught to liſp them in 

the Arms of their Nurſes. 

Since you have taken upon you to de- 
cide in Favour of this Creed, by inſiſting 
upon the Uſe of it, we are not at Liberty 
to ſuſpect, that you do not clearly under- 
ſtand and moſt heartily believe it. It 
would be too great a RefleCtion, either 
upon your Heads or your Hearts, to ſup- 
poſe you would require your Paſtor to 
make any-thing a Part of the Church- 
Service, while the Meaning of it ap- 
pears hard and obſcure to your Reaſon, 
or you are not ſincerely perſuaded of its 
Truth. 

Taking it therefore for granted, that 
you have ſtudied all the Points of the 
Atbanaſian Creed, cleared up all the Diffi- 
culties, and demoliſhed all the Objections, 

that 


he 
1d 


. 
Hat have been urged againſt it; in ſhort, 
that you are complete Maſters of the 
whole Controverſy upon the Trinity; I 
call out upon you for Aſſiſtance. It is my 
Misfortune to be one of thoſe who are 
not quite ſo clear-fighted in this Matter; 
it is a long Time that my Mind has been 
ſubject to ſome Doubts concerning the 
Expediency of uſing this Creed, and, in- 
deed concerning it's Truth : And, though 
I have really taken ſome Pains in turning 
and tumbling over and over again the 
Writings of thoſe great Men, who defend 
its Uſe, and the Doctrine contained in it, 
I cannot get ſo well ſatisfied as I ſhould 
be glad to be. For this Reaſon, Gentle- 
men, it is, that I addreſs myſelf to you, 
who are ſprung up as new Lights in the 
Church, for the Downfall and utter Extinc- 
tion of Hereſy. From you I expect that 
Information, hat Reſolution of my Que- 


Ties, which I have in vain looked for from 


every other Quarter, 

Pray then, will you be pleaſed to give 
me ſome Account upon what Grounds 
the Church of England proceeds in adhe- 
ring fo inviolably to this Form of Faith? 


B 2 Why 
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Why is it to be held ſo ſacred as never to 
be parted with ? Can its Antiquity only 
bind upon us for ever a Form compoſed, 
no-body knows by whom, and introdu- 
ced into the Church in the darkeſt Ages 
of Popiſh Ignorance? And, indeed, of 
the true Nature and genuine Spirit of 
Popery it ſeems ſtrongly to participate. 
What elſe are thoſe ſevere Denuntiations 
of God's Wrath, which it pours ſo plen- 
tifully forth againſt all thoſe whoſe 
Heads are not turned to believe every 
Article of it? I hope to ſee ſome new 
Arguments from you, in Vindication of 
theſe damning Clauſes, all the old ones 
being, in my poor Opinion, quite infirm 
and inſufficient for the Purpoſe. What 
avails it to tell us that theſe hard Sen- 
tences are not to be applied to the expla- 
natory Paſſages, but only to the general 
Doctrine of a Trinity in Unity? Are we 
to be perſuaded out of our common Rea- 
ſon and Underſtanding? Does not the 
plain, obvious Senſe and Meaning of the 
Words ſpeak the contrary ? Did this Di- 
ſtinction, think ye, every occur to an or- 
dinary Head? Is not this a Part of the 

Service 


$4 
Service in which the whole Congregation 
is to join ? And would one Perſon in ten 
throughout the Kingdom ever dream of 
ſeparating it into Verſes that muff be be- 
lieved, and Verſes that need not? Do 
they not evidently ſwallow it all in a 
Lump together ? And very comfortable 
to their Hearts without Doubt it is. But 
I muſt aſk, if theſe Paſſages were not in- 
ſerted with an Intent that they ſhould be 
believed, what were they inſerted for ? 
Only to give Offence? What Buſineſs 
have they here? To what End is a 
Doctrine explained, but to be received 
and aſſented to, according to that Expla- 


nation? Away then with theſe abſurd 


and childiſh Diſtinctions, invented only 
to ſupport, what, in the natural Con- 
ſtruction of Language, is utterly indefen- 
ſible, and produce us ſomething new 
from the Storehouſe of Deale, ſome- 
thing that is fit for a Man of Senſe to 
attend to, that looks at leaſt ſomething 
like Argument, in Anſwer to the fore- 
going Queſtions, 

It is really curious to obſerve, what 


wretched Shifts the moſt ingenious Wri- 


ters 
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ters are put to, when they ſet their Pens a 
going upon this Subject; a moſt remark- 
able Inſtance of which is to be met with 
in the poſthumous Sermons of the Rei. 
Mr. Seed: This excellent Man makes it 
the Buſineſs of one of his Diſcourſes to 
vindicate the damnatory Clauſes in the 
Athanafian Creed; but he was working 
againſt his Nature; the Goodneſs of his 
Heart got the better of his Principles ; 
and, though his profeſſed Deſign was to 
eſtabliſh the Creed, he virtually gives it 
up: For, beſides the Neceſſity he found 
himſelf under of having Recourſe to the 
ſenſeleſs Diſtinction already mentioned, in 
direct Oppoſition to what the Creed itſelf 
aſſerts, that every one, that is, every one 
to whom the Chriſtian Faith is fair- 
ly propoſed, muſt believe the Doctrine 
contained in it, under the Penalty of cer- 
tain Damnation, the Concluſion of good 
Mr. Seed's Argument is, that a Man may 
not believe it, and yet not be damned: 
Which is all we deſire to have allowed 
us. I know not in what Light this Ser- 
mon may appear to the learned Gentle- 
men of Deale ; but, ſo far as I can judge, 


no 
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no Objector to Athanaſius could ever 
have wiſhed for a fairer Teſtimony a- 
gainſt him. Thoſe who perſonally knew 
this worthy Clergyman, and familiarly 
converſed with him, in the latter Part of 
his Life, know that he did not himſelf 
believe the Doctrine of the Trinity in 
that Height to which it is. carried in the 
Athanafian Creed; and, notwithſtanding 
his Eulogium upon Dr. Vaterland, in 
the Sermon he preached at his Funeral, 
that he had for ſome Time before his 
Death departed from the Rigour of this 
great Doctor's Opinions upon that myſte- 
rious Subject, 

But let us go a little further into the 
Merits of the Creed itſelf. I preſume it 
will not be controverted, that the plain 
Deſign and Intent of it was to eſtabliſh the 
Notion of the ſupreme Deity of our Savi- 
our Jeſus Chriſt. If this be not its Deſign, 
there is no Meaning in Words. For it 
faith, In this Trinity none is afore or after 
another, none is greater or leſs than ano- 
ther. Upon the latter Part of this 
Verſe I have ſeen it obſerved, (and, till 
it is better cleared up by you, than it has 

been 
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been by any - body elſe, I muſt think 
there is ſome Weight in the Obſerva- 
tion) that it ſeems expreſſly to contra- 
dict our Saviour's own Words in the 
14th Chap. of John, «© My Father is 
* greater than I.” It has often been ob- 
ſerved, that our Saviour ſeems here to 
ſpeak of himſelf in his whole Nature; 
that no known Rules of Criticiſm will 
juſtify the Suppoſition that he intended 
to ſeparate his human Nature from the 
divine, and limit his Aſſertion to the 
former only. 'To which I add, that, un- 
leſs ſome ſimilar Forms of ſpeaking can 
be produced from other Authors in Sup- 


port of this partial Conſtruction, it can- 


not be ſafe to make it the Ground of a 
Propoſition, which is to enter into the 
publick Worſhip of God, and be repeat- 
cd in the Church, as Part of our reli- 
gious Faith. For what if the obv:ous 
Meaningof the Words ſhould happen at 
laſt to be the true one? Why, then we are 
guilty of nothing leſs than aſſerting a 
downright Falſhood in the Face of Hea- 
ven; which you muſt permit me to 


look 


A 
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| (9) 
look upon as a Thing not altogether in- 
nocent. - 

To me, Gentlemen, the whole Tenor 
of the New Teſtament ſeems to lie a- 
gainſt the Doctrine of Athanaſius : To diſ- 
cuſs all the Texts that look this Way, 


would much exceed the Bounds of a 


Letter ; I ſhall, therefore, only pick out 
a very few, and give you my Opinion, 
as to what may be contained in them; 
in full Expectation of being corrected 
and ſet right by you, ſhould I happen to 
have conſidered them in a wrong Light, 

and made falſe Concluſions from them. 
Let us take thoſe Words of our Savi- 
our, Mark xiii. 32. © But of that Day 
« and Hour knoweth no Man; nor the 
* Angels which are in Heaven, nor the 
Son, but the Father.” Now I deſire 
to be informed, in the firſt Place, whether, 
by the Word Son, the Diſciples were not 
to underſtand, that our Lord intended and 
ſignified himſelf, who was there ſtand- 
ing and diſcourſing with them? If he 
here ſpeaks of himſelf, he plainly denies 
his own Knowledge of the laſt Day and 
Hour, The Athanafian Syſtem affirms 
C Chriſt 
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Chriſt to have been God and Man 
united: As God, it was impoſſible for 
him to have been ignorant of any thing; 
if, therefore, he did really know this Day 
and Hour, in any Part of that Nature 
which conſtituted be Son, I ſee not how 
he can be acquitted of having affirmed a 
Fact that he knew to be falſe. It is, at 
leaſt, ſuch an Equivocation, ſuch an Im- 
poſition upon the Underſtandings of his 
Hearers, as ought not, in my Opinion, 
to be imputed to him. For my own Part, 
TI can conſider this Paſſage no otherwiſe 
than as a regular Climax, in which the 
Speaker begins with the loweſt Order of 
intelligent Beings, (fo far as appears to us) 
and aſcends gradually to the higheſt, 
« Of that Day and that Hour knoweth 
* no Man; here the Day and Hour of 
the laſt Judgment is denied to be the 
Object of human Knowledge: Nor 
re the Angels which are in Heaven ;” 

here our Saviour riſes a Step higher, and 
declares all the Orders of Angels, who 
are far ſuperior to Men, excluded from 
the Knowledge of it: Next he proceeds 
to the Sen of God himfelf, whom he = 
wiſe 
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wiſe declares to be deſtitute of Knowledge 
in this Matter. Now, Gentlemen, pray 
tell me, does not the Order of the Cli- 
max require, that we take what is affirm- 
ed of the Son, as affirmed of him in that 
Nature in which he is ſuperior to the 
Angels? Is there Common-Senſe or Con- 
ſiſtency in the Words upon any other 
Explanation ? Can it be ſuppoſed our Sa- 
viour ſhould firſt exclude the whole Race 
of Mankind in the Aggregate, then riſe 
to the Angels, after this go backwards, 
and aſſure us that ſuch a particular Man 
knows nothing of it? How would this 
Manner of ſpeaking be treated in a mo- 
dern Compoſition? I am afraid the un- 
lucky Author would ſcarce eſcape the fa- 


miliar Appellations of Fool and Block- 


head. 
1 muſt here add one further Remark, 


that, it it be true, according to the Atha- 


naſian Hypotheſis, that there are /wwo di- 


ſtint Natures in Chriſt, theſe Words 
plainly prove there are three : Fir/t, The 
Nature of Man; Secondly, That Nature 
in which he was ſuperior to the Angels, 


and yet in which he did not know the 
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Day of Judgment; And, Thirdly, the 
Nature of God, in which he could not 
but know it. This, then, ſeems to be one 
of thoſe Arguments that prove too much : 
And the Logicians, I think, tell us, an 
Argument that proves too much, proves 
nothing at all. 

Theſe two Paſſages of Scripture already 
mentioned are expreſſed in Terms ſo 
free from Obſcurity, that, ſo far as I 
know any Thing of Language, they are 
incapable of being interpreted into more 
Senſes than one. Poſſibly, Gentlemen, 
you may tell me, that, although, accord- 


ing to the common Rules of Criticiſm, 


they may ſeem to exclude the Notion of 
the ſupreme Godhead of the Son, yet 
the Analogy of Scripture makes it neceſ- 
fary that we underſtand them in a Senfe 
acccommodated hereunto. You will 
ſay, there are other Paſſages that plainly 
prove and eſtabliſh this Doctrine ; and, 
therefore, whatever at the firſt Hay be 
thought to make againſt it, muſt, ſome 
Way or other, be bent and twiſted into a 
Conformity with them. This, I believe, 
is not a new Way of arguing, though I 

cannot 
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cannot think it quite ſatisfactory. For, 
even ſuppoſing the Texts which aſſert 


the abſolute Equality to be full as obvious 


and clear as theſe which aſſert the Infe- 
riority, what Reaſon can be given, why 
the latter are to be explained by the for- 
mer, any more than the former by them ? 
It is a Queſtion, whether what is called the 
Analogy of Scripture would not, even in 
this Caſe, determine it the other Way. But, 
upon my Word, (dangerous as it may be 
to ſpeak it, yet ſpeak it I muſt) there is, 
J think, in every one of thoſe Texts, that 
are produced by the Athbanaſians, ſome- 
thing wanting of that Clearneſs, that 
ſimple determined Senſe, which cannot 
be denied to thoſe we have juſt been con- 
fidering. Do they found their Opinion 
upon any Title or Appellation with 
which they ſee our Saviour dignified in 
Scripture? Let us go to St. Paul, who 
thus informs us from whence he re- 
ceived it: Phil. ii. 9. Wherefore God 
c hath highly exalted him, and given 
6 him a Name above every Name.“ — 
Given him a Name, ey agioaTo a'vTg wpa: 


By which Words the Apoſtle fignifies to 


us, 


( 14 ) 
us, that the Name he meant, whatever 
it was, (ſuppoſe that of God) did not 
belong to the Son by natural, inherent 
Right, but was granted to him by the 
Father, as a ſpecial Act of Grace and Fa- 
vour, that it was beſtowed upon him as a 


free Gift : So that, whatever Honour he 


may be intitled to in Conſequence of this 
Name, it is all ultimately to be referred 
to the Father who gave it. I make no 
Apology, Gentlemen, for throwing in 
a Scrap of Latin or Greek, becauſe I 
look upon you as a learned and ingenious 
Generation of Men, who have not fail- 
ed to conſult thoſe Books, whence all 
our Ideas upon this Subject muſt be 
formed, in the original Language. 

Do the Scriptures aſcribe divine At- 
tributes to the Son? Do they affirm, that 
in © Him dwelleth all the Fulneſs of 
the Godhead bodily ?” Col. ii. 9. If 
we conſult the ſame Apoſtle who gives 
this magnificent Deſcription of him, we 
find he had declared, in the Chapter pre- 
ceding, whence this Plenitude was de- 
rived, * Jt pleaſed the Father,” faith 
he, ver. 19. that in him ſhould all 
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tc Fulneſs dwell.” Whatever, therefore, 


may be preciſely meant by the Fwulneſs of 
the Godhead, this alſo is to be referred to 
the Vill and good Pleaſure of the Father. 
Let it now, Gentlemen, be obſerved, 
that it is not my Deſign to preſs theſe 
Paſſages, (clear and forcible as they may 


appear) farther than is barely neceſſary 
for the Argument I am upon: I ſhall 


not inſiſt upon their being admitted as a 
deciſive Proof againſ? the Atbanaſian 


Doctrine, and abſolutely deſtructive of 


it; but only, with great Deference, beg 


your Opinion, whether they may not be 


| confidered as a ſufficient Ground and 
Foundation for Doubt? Are they not 


ſtrong enough to juſtify a Man in Heſita- 
tion and Suſpenſe, and to takeaway the 


Neceſſity of ſuppoſing him influenced by 


ſecret and evil Paſſions, by Pride, and 
Prejudice, and a carnal Mind? Theſe are 
the Salutations, with which thoſe, who 
preſume to call in Queſtion this Doctrine, 
are generally accoſted ; but, ſurely, with- 
out a proper Regard to Juſtice and Cha- 
; rity; unleſs it could be ſhewn, that the 
| Texts I have pointed out are of ſo little 

Weight 


( 16) 


Weight and Importance, as not to merit 


our Attention, 
If, then, there is enough in Scripture to 


produce, with Reſpect to the preſent Sub- 


jet, that State of Mind which we call 
Doubt, there is enough to ſet afide and 
deſtroy the Athanaſian Creed; for the Plan 
of this Creed does not admit of Doubt, or 
any the leaſt Tendency to it: It goes 
upon abſolute Certainty that every Thing 
declared in it is true: It could not affirm 
more, was every Propoſition proved to a 
Demonſtration : It damns with Infalli- 
bility, leaving me no Room to ſuppoſe, 
that a Man, who does not believe it, can, 
according to the ſtrict Terms of the Goſ- 
pel, poſſibly be ſaved. And nothing 
need, I think, be added, to ſhew how 
very ill a Thing I do in dooming a Man 
to certain Damnation, when that very 
Goſpel, we all profeſs to make our Rule, 
ſupplies me with Reaſons to doubt whe- 
ther he ſhall be damned or no. 

There are few better Arguments, I 
own, to me of a Doctrine's being d:- 
putable, than the ſeeing it diſputed by 
great and good Men, with equal Zeal 

and 
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and equal Tenacity. This hath been ſo 
remarkably the Caſe upon the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, and that within the pre- 
ſent Century, that I ſhall be excuſed 
ſpeaking of it a little more particularly. 
Dr. Waterland, the great Advocate for 
Athanaſius, was, without Doubt, a Perſon 
of conſiderable Learning and Abilities ; 
and I do verily believe him to have 
been an exceeding good Man, one who 


had the Intereſts of Chriſtianity very truly 


at Heart. I have no Reaſon to think 
Dr. Clarke, whom he oppoſed, was not 
as good a Man, as fincerely concerned for 
the Advancement of Religion; and I 
cannot avoid eſteeming him as greatly ſu- 
perior in Point of Abilities. Theſe two 
Divines differed in Opinion about the 
Senſe of certain Propoſitions delivered in 
the Sacred Writings: May it not hence 
be concluded that the Propoſitions them- 


ſelves are of uncertain Signification ? In 


my Mind, the Fact ſpeaks itſelf. How 
was it poſſible they ſhould difagree 
in their Way of explaining what was 
plain and clear, and incapable of but one 
Senſe ? Iam not diſpoſed to believe they 

D diſputed 
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diſputed for the ſake of diſputing ; and 
therefore I am compelled toinfer that what 
Writers of ſuch Characters ſaw in diffe- 
rent Lights, and could not at laſt ſettle, 
was in itſelf doubtful. It would, T am 
perſuaded, be of no Diſſervice to Reli- 
gion, if we would ſuffer the frequent Ex- 
amples and Facts of this Sort, that have 
happened in the World, to lead us into 
Gentleneſs, Modeſty, and Moderation. 

As you have now, Gentlemen, pro- 
cured to your poor Souls the Comfort 
of this Creed again, which Dr. Carter 
had ſo inhumanly deprived them of, I 
only beg that, the next Time you are 
bleſſed with. it, you will call one Per- 
ſon in this Nation into your Minds : 'The 
Perſon I mean, is the Rev*. Mr. Whiſton, 
who, you know, hath openly and pub- 
lickly renounced the Creed itſelf, and 
the whole Doctrine contained in. When 
you have brought this honeſt Old-Man 
to your Thoughts, (for I cannot help 
thinking him fo) conſider yourſelves 
pronouncing a Sentence of Damnation 
upon him, with the utmoſt Solemnity, in 
the Church of Chriſt. For, though you 


may 


F. 3Þ-J 
may not take upon you to ſay how far 
uncovenanted Mercy may extend, yet here- 
by you piouſly declare, that, according to 
the ſtrict Terms of the Goſpel, he is in- 


titled to none. How far this Circum- 
ſtance will contribute to the improving 
your Veneration for the Form of Faith 
we are talking of, I can only judge from 
the Effect it hath npon myſelf. 


I make no Doubt but you are well 


f acquainted with the Eſſay on Spirit, the 
' laſt Treatiſe, of any Conſequence, that has 
been publiſhed upon this Subject. One 


of the Points, which the Author, who 


is ſaid to be Right Reverend, undertakes 
to ſhew, is, that the Fathers, who com- 


poſed the Nicene Council, underſtood the 


the Words go and vregaos; in the ſame 


Senſe, as ſignifying one and the ſame 


Thing. This he makes evident by pro- 
ducing the very Clauſe which they ſub- 
joined at the End of the Creed, anathema- 


tizing all thoſe who ſhould ſay, That 
the Son exiſted out of any other Hypo- 


' e ſtaſis,or Uſia, than the Father.“ He ob- 
- ſerves, that this Clauſe is omitted cut of our 


| 


preſent Nicene Creed; poſſibly, becauſe it 
D 2 contra- 
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contradicts in Terms the Athanajian, 
which aſſerts, © That there is one Hy- 
* poſtaſis of the Father, and another 
e of the Son, and another of the Holy 
« Ghoſt.” I do not remember to have 
ever ſeen this Contradiction marked out, 
before I met with it in this admirable 
Eſſay; but I cannot help conſidering it 
as of great Force and Pertinency in the 
preſent Argument, I have been in daily 
Hopes and Expectation of ſeeing this 
Treatiſe anſwered by ſome of our emi- 
nent and orthodox Divines, whom it 
fairly challenges to the Combat ; but hi- 
therto I have hoped and expected in vain; 
though I depend upon having the Con- 
tradiction alledged ſolidly reconciled and 
accounted for by yor. 

For my own Part, to ſpeak my Mind 
freely, I never could underſtand what 
Writers mean, when they talk of a Per- 
ſon as ſomething different from a Being; 
it is a ſort of Language to me quite un- 
intelligible, downright Jargon indeed. 
When they tell us, that in the Divine Na- 
ture there are three Perſons, three intelli- 
gent Minds, three Conſciouſneſſes, all 
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as diſtin from each other, as Peter, and 
James, and Jobn, they give me a perfect 
Idea and Deſcription of three diſtinct 
Beings; nor can J apprehend it to be any 
other than plain Tritheiſm. They would 
perſuade me, indeed, this is only above 
my Reaſon; but, in my own Concep- 
tion of Things, it is directly contrary and 
repugnant to it. If what they affirm be 
true, I have no one Principle in my 
Mind that I can depend upon, I give up 
all Pretenſions to Certainty in any Thing. 
There are, I think, irrefragable Argu- 
ments to prove there can be but one ſu- 
preme Mind. He that maintains there are 
three will find it hard to produce a ſingle 
good Reaſon againſt the Exiſtence of 
threeſcore ; inſomuch that, if he under- 

ſtood it to be ſo revealed, I fee not upon 
what Pretence he could ſcrupleadmitting it. 

One of the chief Points inſiſted upon 
againſt us is, that, if Chriſt be not ſu- 
premely God, we are guilty of Idolatry in 
paying divine Honours to him; but I think 
myſelf ſufficiently authoriſed to pay him 
theſe Honours in virtue of God's Com- 
mand, becauſe I perceive no one Principle of 


Reaſon 


( 22 ) 

Reaſon contradicted by ſuppoſing it poſſible 
for God to appoint them. There ſeems 
to be as much Reaſon, on the Part of the 
Atbanaſians, for Care, and Caution, and 
Diffidence, leſt they ſhould at laſt be 
found in the Wrong, becauſe the Conſe- 
quence of an Error in them is a direct 
Breach upon the Unity of the Godhead : 
So that it may be as dangerous for a Dr. 
Waterland to be miſtaken, as for thoſe 
who differ from him; perhaps more ſo: 
And whatever can be pleaded in Excuſe 
for a Miſtake by thoſe of his Perſuaſion, 
we pertinently take up in Defence of our- 
ſelves. You ſay, you are led into the 
Notion of abſelute Equality by the Decla- 
rations of Scripture; We ſay, that by the 
Declarations of the ſame Scripture we 
are induced to believe the Son inferior to 
the Father, even in the Whole of his 
Nature. | 

It will give me full Satisfaction upon 
the Subject, ſo far as Reaſon can be a 
Judge, it I can get an unſophiſtical An- 
{wer to theſe two eaſy Queſtions. Was 
the Generation of the Son an Ad of the 
Father ? If this cannot be denied, with- 


out 
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out deſtroying the very Notion of Son- 
ſhip, I then aſk, Did the Father act by 
Neceflity or Choice ? Should it be faid 
He acted by Neceſſity, this is the ſame 
Thing with ſaying he did not act at all, 
becauſe a neceſſary Agent is, ſtrictly and 


properly ſpeaking, no Agent, but an In- 


ſtrument only in the Hands of ſome ſu- 
perior Power. From this Affirmation 
then it follows, that the Son exiſts by the 
ſame Neceſſity as the Father does; that 
is, that he is an independent, underived, 
unoriginated, ſelf-exiſtent Being, which 
is not contended for by the moſt zealous 
of our Expoſitors. If it be ſaid he acted 
by Choice, it will then follow, beyond the 
Reach of Controverſy, that he might have 


have choſen whether he would a& or no. 


If this be not a juſt Way of Reaſoning, 
I muſt wait for the Enlargement of my 
Faculties in a more perfect State, before 
I can pretend to determine what is. I 
ſubmit it to your Conſideration, my learn- 
ed and worthy Friends, whether a Re- 
velation, that lays down a Poſition ſub- 
verſive of clear, diſtinct Principles of 
Reaſon, does not furniſh an unanſwera- 


ble 
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ble Argument againſt itſelf? And whe- 
ther, therefore, it is not of ſome Impor- 
tance to conclude, that thoſe Divines, 
who believe the abſolute ſupreme Deity 
of Chriſt to be revealed in the Goſpel, 

miſinterpret the Paſlages by which they 
would prove it ? 

Now I have mentioned the Word Im- 
portance, I with, Gentlemen, you would 
be ſo kind to inform me (for to be ſure 
you know) upon what Grounds it is that 
Writers inſiſt ſo much on the Importance 
of this Doctrine, that is, the Importance 
of their Explanation of it? Dr. Water- 
land has publiſhed a large Book, and 
Dr. Dodwell a Sermon, with the ſole 
View of eſtabliſhing this Notion. But 
either I do not underſtand their Proofs, 
or I do not ſubmit to them. When they 
affirm that the Belief of the Trinity, in 
their own Senſe of it, is neceſſary to a 
good Life, I am not ſure to what Branch 
of a good Life they would confine our 
Reflexions : If they would be under- 
ſtood to ſay, that the Belief of this Arti- 
cle is neceſſary in a Chriſtian's Syſtem of 
Faith, this, we reply, is an evident Beg- 


ging 
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ging of the Queſtion: It is taking for 
granted the Point in Diſpute: They allow 
it to be the Doctrine of Revelation only; 
and therefore it can become our Duty to 
embrace it, no farther than it is proved 
to be clearly revealed. At preſent the 
Thing we ſtick at is the Meaning of the 
Revelation; and, till we ſee this aſcer- 
tained a little more to our Satisfaction, 
we admit of no Concluſion that can 
be formed to our Diſadvantage, on 
account of any Defect in our Faith; 
becauſe we are perſuaded our Faith is 
not defective, while it includes every 
Truth that we believe God has diſtinct- 
ly propoſed to it. Shew the Doctrine to 
be plainly faught, and then we ſhall 
readily allow its Importance; but to 
preſs its Importance, before you have 
proved its Truth, is beginning at the 
wrong End of the Syllogiſm, and dedu- 
cing'the Premiſes from the Concluſion : 
It is dictating to Providence, and in Ef- 
fe affirming that, if it is not revealed, as 

it ought to be. 
If it be meant, that the Belief of the 
Trinity, in the higheſt Senſe, is neceſ- 
E ſary 
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ſary to a practical good Life, to a pious, 
ſober, virtuous Conduct; it may be de- 
manded in Return, whether a Man -can- 
not obey the Precepts of the Goſpel, 
without troubling his Head about the 
Hypoſtatick Union? But, without going 
farther round, or making Uſe of more 
Words than are neceſſary, I aver the Po- 
ſition to be falſe in Fat. It has fallen to 
my Lot to be acquainted with ſeveral 
Perſons of both Sexes, who cannot come 
entirely up to the Standard of Orthodoxy 
upon this Point: Their Underſtandings 
are of the better Sort, which makes no- 
thing in favour of the Doctrine; and 
they are known to be as exemplary in the 
Practice of every Duty, both to God and 
Man, as its moſt rigid and high-flying 
Advocates can pretend to be. Sych an 
Inſinuation therefore is not infidious 
and injurious only, but to the laſt De- 
gree weak and fooliſh, ſince it is mani- 
feſtly confuted by every Day's Experience. 
There is one Circumſtance a good deal 
on the Side of thoſe who happen to diſ- 
ſent from eſtabliſhed Opinions; their 
very Doubts are ſome Proof that they 
think ; 
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think; whereas thouſands travel on with 
great Steadineſs and great Zeal in the 
beaten Road of Orthodoxy without ever 
thinking at all. Here then is ſomething 
of vaſt Importance, which has not been 
ſhewn to be neceſſary, either to the Faith 


or Practice of a Chriſtian. 
Whoever ſincerely believes that Jeſus 


is, in a Senſe in which no other Being 
ever was, the Son of God; that he came 
into the World to lay down his Life for 
the Sins of Men ; and that Acceptance is 
only to be obtained through bis Merits 
and Interceſſion; and who, in Conſe- 
- quence of this Faith, conforms his Life 
to the Law of Chriſt—ſuch an one ſeems 
to do all that is of Importance towards his 
Salvation ; he fulfils the Conditions, and 
thereby anſwers the End, of the Cove- 
nant. 

I would here refer my Readers to the 
Eſſay of that learned, great, and excel- 
lent Man, the Lord Chancellor Claren- 
don, whoſe Orthodoxy I have never yet 
heard queſtioned, againſt the multiplying 
Controverſies, by inſiſting upon Particu- 
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lars that are not neceſſary to the Point in 
Debate; in which we find the follow- 
ing Words: © There are two Tables in 
the New, as well as in the Old Teftament ; 
the firſt contains the Body and Subſtance 
of Chriſtian Religion inſtituted by our 
Saviour himſelf, and explained, as much 
as was neceſſary by his Apoſtles, and com- 
prehended in few, and plain, and eaſy 
Words: This is the Work of God, that ye 
believe on him whom he hath ſent, John vi. 
29. If thou ſhalt confeſs with thy Mouth 
the Lord Jeſus, and ſhalt believe in thy 
Heart that God hath raiſed him from the 
Dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved, Rom. x. g. 
He that heartily believes the Birth, Paſ- 
ſion, and Reſurrection of our Lord and 
Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, hath embraced the 
whole Body of Chriſtian Religion. And 
then, if he obſerves the ſecond Table, as 
he believes the firſt, his State of Salvation 
can never be doubted by himſelf, nor 
queſtioned by any body elſe. The ſe- 
cond Table contains thoſe Chriſtian Du- 
ties and Practice, which reſult from the 
Doctrine of the firſt; By their Fruits 

you 
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you ſhall know them. Whoſoever heareth 
theſe Sayings of mine, and doth them, ſays 
our Saviour, Matt. vii. 20, 24. Now 
the Fruit of the Spirit is Love, Jay, 
Peace, Long-ſuffering, Gentleneſs, Good- 
neſs, Faith, Meekneſs, Temperance : A- 
gainſt ſuch there is no Law : And they that 
are Chriſt's have crucified the Fleſh with 
the Aﬀettions and Luſts, Gal. v. 22, 23, 
24. Theſe are the two Tables of Chriſ- 
tian Religion, and comprehend all that 
was inſtituted by our Saviour, and taught 
by his Apoſtles, as neceſſary to Salva- 
tion.” 

Thus, Gentlemen, have I ventured 
to give you my Opinion freely upon 
this high and dangerous Subject: I 
have drawn out and laid before you 
ſome of thoſe Arguments which Scrip- 
ture and Reaſon both afford againſt a 
poſitive, dogmatical Spirit of pronoun- 
eing infallibly the Thing muſt be /, and 
cannot poſſibly be otherwiſe : And, fo 
far as I am at preſent able to judge, they 
plead with equal Force and Solidity a- 
gainſt the Ule of the Athanafian Creed. 

And 
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And now, to apply a Paſſage of Horace 
to his Friend, 


| Si quid noviſti rectius iſtis, 
Candidus imperti e ute ner. 

Indeed, after ſo ſolemn a Deciſion in 
Favour of this Creed, ſuch a Defence 
of it, as ſhall be ſufficient to ſilence all 
my Doubts, is what I have Reaſon to 
look for at your Hands, | 

'Tis poſſible, - after all, you may ſuſ- 
pect I have been talking to you hitherto 
in a bantering and farcaſtick Strain. You 
are, to be ſure, at Liberty to indulge 
your Conjectures, and put what Interpre- 
tation upon the Matter you pleaſe. Be 
this:as it may, I am really very ſerious, 
and very much in earneſt, when I aſk 
you, whether you can, upon cool Re- 
collection, approve the ſevere Treat- 
ment that Dr. Carter has received from 
you? Allowing that you had fallen into 
a Squabble with him about the weighty 
Buſineſs of making a Pariſh-Clerk, was 
this, think ye, a proper Method of ex- 
prefling your Reſentment ? Could you 
ſettle 
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ſettle the Diſpute no otherwiſe than 
by driving him from the Exerciſe of his 
Function, and obliging him to keep a 
Curate? Herein, indeed, you did him 
a little Favour, which, I verily believe, 
you are not aware of; the Puniſhment 
intended being of ſuch a Sort, as, you 
were certain, could never take Place, but 
from the Opinion you had of his Honeſty. 
Your bear Teſtimony to his Character 
at the ſame Time that you hurt his For- 
tune. You muſt know him to be a Man 
poſſeſſed of a Mind above Prevarication, 
who would not appear outwardly to give 
his Aﬀent to what in his Heart he could 
not approve. Would every Clergyman 
in the Kingdom declare his real Senti- 
ments in this Affair as freely and pub- 
lickly as this Gentleman has done, I 
ſuſpect they would appear a larger Body 
of Men than ſome People are aware of; 
and from the Weight of Numbers perhaps 
the Objection might be removed. I 
hope, now the Doctor is a declared He- 
retick, that, according to the laudable 
Doctrine of ſome of our Divines, you 

are 
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are ſo confiſtent with yourſelves as to 
avoid all Manner of Converſation with 
him ; nay, I can hardly think it quite 
ſafe for you to hold any» Correſpondence 
with his moſt ingenious and amiable 


Daughter, the young Lady being, I am 


apt to fear, a little infected with her Fa- 
ther's peſtilential Principles. Pray, take 
my Advice, and keep your own Wives 
and Daughters, yea, and your Sons too, 
out of her Way, or, let me tell you, very 
fatal may be the Conſequences. 

To conclude my Epiſtle : Whether 
this your Proceeding was the Effect of 
pure, genuine, Chriſtian Good-nature ; 
or whether, in the Courſe of your Trad- 
ings with the oppoſite Continent, you 
have never ſmuggled one Cargo of French 
Principles, you yourſelves beſt know, 
If the latter was the Caſe, it will ſurely 
be the wiſeſt Way to confine your Deal- 
ings, for the future, to Brandy, Wine, 
Tea, Gold and Silver Lace, &c. &c. 
and not meddle with Goods of this Sort 
any more; a Commodity ſo little ſuited 
to a Proteſtant Conſtitution, If any Thing 
like 


(33) 
like Spite and Revenge prompted you to 


Action, I ſee not how you can excuſe 
yourſelves from making the Doctor full 
Amends for the Expence and Inconveni- 
ence you have put him to. If it is our 
Misfortune to have a few hard Laws ſub- 
fiſting amongſt us, (and very few, I 
think, there are) and the Heat of ſome 
over-zealous Churchmen makes it im- 
practicable to repeal them, the candid 
and moderate Part of Mankind will al- 


ways be very cautious of O_ g them 
into Execution. 
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BO ORS lately Publiſhed by 7. SHUCKBURGH, at 
the Sun between the Temple-Gates, Fleet-Street. 


I. SESSIONS Caſes adjudged in the Court of 

King's-Bench, chiefly touching Settlements, 
from the latter of Queen Anne's Reign to the preſent 
Time: With two Tables; the one of the Names 
of the Caſes, the other of the principal Matters there- 
in contained. In 2 vol. 8vo. Price 10s. | 

II. A Collection of Engliſh Precedents, relating 
to the Office of a Juſtice of Peace, confiſting of 
Summonſes, Orders, Warrants, Recognizances, In- 
formations, Examinations, Paſſes, Settlements, and 
other Inſtruments; with References to the Statutes 
and other Authorities on which they founded. The 
Third Edition. To which is added a great Variety 
of New Warrants, Sc. to the preſent Time. By 
James Harvey, Eſq; Price 35s. 

III. The Engliſhman's Riche : A Dialogue be- 
tween a Barriſter at Law and a Juryman; plainly 
ſetting forth, 1ſt, 'The Antiquify, 2dly, The ex- 
cellent deſigned Uſe, 3dly, The Office and juſt Pri- 
vileges of Furies, by the Law of England. By Sir 
2 Hawles, Knight, Sollicitor-General to the late 
ing William. Price 15. 

IV. A Project for the Preſervation of Sunday, 
written by a Country Gentleman to a Member of 
Parliament. Price 1s. i 1 
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V. Thoughts on the preſent Law for preſerving 
y the Game, and ſome Methods propoſed for making 
1 a Game-Law both uſeful and effectual. Price 64. 
The Three following by the Rev. Mr. Toll, A. M. 
Rector of Dogmerfield, Hampſbire. 

VI. A Defence of Dr. Middleton's Free Enquiry, 
againſt Mr. Dedwel's Free Anſwer. Price 15. 6d. 

VII. Some Remarks upon Mr. Church's V indica- 
tion of miraculous Powers, c. with an Obſervation 
ir or two upon Dr. Stebbing's Chriſtianity juſtified, fo 
far as relates to this Subject. In a Letter to a Friend, 

Price 15. 

VI. A Sermon preached at the Viſitation at Bafing- 
ode, before the Rev. Robert Lowth, M. A. Arch- 
| deacon of Vincbeſter, on Tueſday, May 14, 1751. 
4 With an Appendix, partly occaſioned by Dr, Church's 

Appeal, c. Price 15, et 


